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1. Tam Professor of History‘ at the University of Washington, where I have taught .
since 1976. Aﬁer getting my AB in History (Ho'nors) from Stanford University (1968) 3
TIreceived my M.A. (1970) and Ph.D. (1976)in Amencan History from the University of
| .Cahforma, Berkeley My dissertation was a history of American drinking between 1790
and 1840. Tt was pubhshed as The Alcoholic Republzc An American Tradition (New
- York: Oxford Umversxty Press, 1979). Relssued in paperback n 1981, it remains in
| print. -
2. Iam pnmanly a social historian of the early nineteenth century and of the 19605,
| _ both periods of l‘apld social change. Iam the author of four scholarly books, two
- textbooks, 21 scholarly articles (nine on alcohol), 26 encyclopedia articles (12 on
_. alcohol), and 54 book Teviews (18 on aicohol).- Although I have published extensively in'
many areas of Amencan history, my mterest in aIcohoI history has been strong since the
| begmnmg of my career. Recent works include “Drmkmg in the “Thin Man Films, 1934~
1947,» Soc;al History of. Alcohol and Drugs, vol. 18 (2003), Pp. 51-68, and two articles
- on alcohol consumption in Jack S. Blocker, Jr., ed., Alcohol and Temperance in Modern
o Histozy: An International Encyclopedia (Santa Barbara: ABC-Clio, 2003), 1:18-21, 23-!

24,

3. Iama past pres1dent of the Society for Historians of the Early Amencan

Repubhc I havc been on the edxtonal boards of the Journal of the Early Republic and
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History of Education Quarterly. Since 2003 [ have been Managmg Edltor of Pac;ﬁc
Norﬂzwest Quarterly. 1am 2 board member of the Alcohol and Temperance History
Group. Thave served as a peer reviewer for articles and book manuscripts (many
concerning alcohol) for 13 History journals and 13 university presses; and I have

participated at 56 hlstoncal conferences since 1985 (21 sessions concermng alcohol). I

' have reviewed grant proposals for the Natlonal Humamtles Center; for the National

Endowment for the Humanities (NEH); for the National Institutc of Alcohol and Alcohol

Abuse (NIAAA), a subdivisio_n of the National Institutes of Health (NIH); and for alcohol

Aistory proposais submitted to the Australian Research Council.

4. Thave held major fellowships from the National Endowment for the Humanities

and from the National Humanities Center, as well as snialler awards from the Washington

State Alcohol Institute, the Newberry Library, the Henry E. Huntington Library, and the
_J ohn F. Kennedy Library. InFall 2004 I was letmg NEH Distinguished Professor at

‘the University of Richmond in Vlrglma.

5. I have never been an expert witness in a court case but in 2003 1 d1d provide a

) deposmon 1 a University of Washington employment case that was dlsmlssed prior to

trial.
6. My opinions in this case are based upon my broad lmowledge of the alcohol field

and 1ts hterature especlally h1stonca1 hterature _going back more than thirty years; the

' _specxﬁc research that I have undertaken for the book and subsequent articles that I have

writien; my reading of manuscripts for presses, of proposed articles for journals, and of
grant proposals to grant agencies; books sbout alcohol that T have reviewed; sessions

about dlcohol that I have attended at scholarly meetings; and historical meteﬁals_ provided
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to me in this partlcular case. The focus of the research for this case has been on the

general state of alcohol sales and use prior to Prohlbmon the situation during

Prohibition, and especially the situation just after Repeal in 1933. Particularly, T have

examined materials about the federal and Washington State statutes and policies that

were adopted circa 1933-1935. The legal framework for alcohol sales established at that

time is especially pertinent to this case because it remiains the framework used today.
Furtherm;)re, discussion in the 1930s shows the particular ;;onsideraﬁohs that led to the

specific sales framework that was adopted.

7. My billing rate for research, evaluationé, and review of materials relevant to this
- case is $150 per hour, plus expenses. Time to prepare for and in depositions and

.b teéﬁmony will be $250 ﬁer hour.

8. My opinions are subject to change as the work proceeds;

9. Alcohol is different. Throughout American history alcohol has been widely

recognized as dangerous. Its retail sale was licensed even in colonial times. As the .

-cjountry urbanized and industrialized in the 1800s, alcohol was blamed for many social

ills. Alcohol produced much controversy, and as an altematlve to regulation, the

" movement to ban alcohol began in the 1830s. For the next eighty years the issue of

whether alcohol should be regu]ate’d or prohibited was fought out in thé political arena.

Effective regulation, however, never existed in this era.

10. - In the United States in the late 1800s and early 1900s, powerful vertically

integrated distillers and brewers controlled productlon, dlstnbutxon, and retail sales

through excluswe sales outlets. Brewers and distillers forced these “tied houses” to push
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sales, and in this 'brutélly competitive market, desperate saloonkeepers doctored |
~merchandise, served children, catcfed to drunkards, offefed backroom gambling and
prostitution, and played key roles in corruptipolitical machines. The Anti-Saloon Leagué
succeeded in getting national Prohibition adopted largely by attacking the saloon, which
had few defenders. '
11. National Prohibition, which lasted from 1917.-to -1_933, had ité own problenis:
| N(; alcohol taxés, expensive enforcement, dangerous illegal liquor, and rampant
organized crime. By 1933 most Americans had concluded that Prohibition had been a
mlstake Americans, however d]d not want to return to the pre-Prohibition era, because

they feared the reemergence of the “ned-housc” saloon. In 1933 most people wanted a

new system of effective government regulation, and they believed that the solution tothe

problemé posed by alcohol was to be found through a combination of federal and state
-'government regulation and taxation. Effective regulation wéuld mean efficient collectioﬁ
-of alcohol taxes (which were sorely needed durmg the Depressmn), federal and state
control over the mdush'y and prevention of the reemergence o6f the saloon by bannmg
“tled houses ?

' 12. The key to effective regu]atlon in 1933 was laid down in the Twenty-first
Amendment which did not merely repeal the earlier prohibitory Bighteenth Amendment.
Instead, the Twenty-ﬁrst Amendment gave the states rather than the federal government
- special powers with reference to alcohol. Because alcohol was involved in inters;ate
commerce, the federal govémment hada fqle in regulation, but Prohibition had
_demonstrated that attitudes and habits abo;lt alcohol varied widely around the United

States. Local public opinion mattered, and it made sense to encourage states fo regulate
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alcohol according to local views. In 1933 some states wanted to remain totally dry.

Other states were prepared to allow legal alcotiol sales,'but only for off-premise

_ consumption that is, home use. Some states wanted to treat spirits and beer differently,
: and some did not. The Twenty-first Amendment reco gnized these local variations by
emphas12mg state regulation. States were given wide latitude in how they chose to

1égulate alcohol, and they could continue to prohibit alcohol knowing that the federal

government, under the Twenty-first Amendment; wo,uid keep alcohol from entering a dry

state,
13, Franklin Roosevelt’s New Deal marked the 1930s. The decade was one of great

expenmentatlon in government, and this expermentatlon extended to the state regulation

.- ofalcohol. After R‘epeal in 1933, the states recognized that alcohol was a unique product
| *that had to be subjected to strong state control lest there be a retum either to the evilé that .
) prevailed before Prohibition or to the evils that prevaﬂed durmg Prohibition. Wet states "
. had strong regulatory statutes that usually mcluded a powerful state alcohol control :

_ | vboard State boards oﬂen deten:mned the number of sales outlets This was not an easy

task Iftoo few were hcensed, the result would be unlicensed and untaxed outlets. If too

many were licensed, the result would be mpovenshed licensees who would sell to
underage drinkers in order to make a hvmg The end of bootleggmg and the collection of

state taxes were also important goals

14.  The most important innovation in the new alcohol distribution and sales system

" setup in all wet states in 1933 was the separation of producers, disuibutors, and refailers -

into a three-tier sales distribution system. States adopted this system for several reasons.

First; the three-tier system was a common form of business organization m many '
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* industries in the 19305. Second; and probably more ixﬁportant, the states were
determined in their statutes and regulations to prevent the return of the pre-Prohibition
“tied house” salooﬁs, which had been so widely discredited. The distributor insulated the
retailer from _the- power of the producer. - The diéniﬁutor also insulated the pfoducer from
the ﬁoﬁer of the retailer. Although the idea of the distributor as an insulation shield was
_ diécussed in the alcohol literature pﬁor to Repeal, it should be noted that alcohol
: distributqrs did not invent the three-tier system.: At the time this system was created
~alcohol distn“butors did not yet QXist._ Itis alsb ‘important' to note that the states did not
create the three-tier system for the béneﬁt of distributors. Instéad, the states believed that
distriﬁuto:s would help ensure that government was more powerful thaﬁ the alcéhbl_ trade
by preventing the vertical integration pf the “tied house” era before i’rohibition.
| 15. Third, t];le existence of:disﬁibutors made it easier for national prdducem to
follow varied state laws, Foufth, Sfat&s found thé,t distributors éould rc'du_lce state costs by
- helping to collect taxes. Flfth, states requilfed,hatiogal producers to use state-ﬁceﬁsed E
 distributors to ensure conformity. Witﬁéut state-based distributors, small producers '-
would ﬁnd it diﬁicult to market in multiple states. Also, without distxiButdrs, small
E producers could not monitor thousands of retailers that handle their pr(;ducts. Sixth,
. althc;u'gh littl_é notéd at the time, over the ﬁext 's‘eventy- years it was gradually realized that .'
distributors promoted consumér choice, éspec;iaﬂy enabling small prodﬁcers to place
: .merchandise with retailers. | . ' 7
16.  Finally, the National ’Recoverj Act (NRA) also played arole in establishing the |
three-tler system. In eariy 1933 beer became legal by federal statute under the s;cill

existing Prohibition Amendment. At about the same time the federal government, to
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fight the Depression, organized the NRA Brewers voluntaﬁ]y adopted an NRA Code,
‘which reco gnized the three-tier system, In Deceinbér 1933, when Repeal went into
. effect, the remaining parts of the alcohoi industry adoi)ted NRA Codes, which were aiso
' orgamzed around the three-tier system. In addition, NRA Codes routlncly provzded for
wage and price stability, including mechanisms to maintain prices. During the
Depressmn dechmng prices caused severe problems, because while prices declin'ed, debts
didnot. -

17.  When Repeal took place in late 1933, Washington, like other states, adopted a

" three-tier system in the statute that it passed fo reguléte alcohol. From the historical

- evidence, it seems clear that one main reason for Washington’s three-tier systemwasto .-

: prevent the return of unwantcd‘-aﬁd‘ unsavory “tied house” saloons that had been
- mdespread before Prohibition. There was miuch hostlhty to saloons in the state, as
evidenced by the fact that this statute did niot allow spirits to be sold by the drink. The
statute also: meshed with the three-tier system in then existing NRA Codes, and
Washington also adopted stable pricing policies that were bop'siste.nt with the NRA

~ Codes. While Washington, like thirteen other states, adopted a state monopoly for both

distribution and retail sale of spirits for off-premise consumption, Washington licensed - -

private beer distributors and retailers for both -on-—pferm'sé and oﬂ'—prem_ise consumption.

-Wine followed a more complicated path that eventually resulted in a mixed system with

private wine distributors who supplied on-premise sales and with off-premise retail wine

sold in both state and private stores. Although -Washington chose to handle spirifs; beer,
and wine differently, in all three cases the state employed the three-tier system. Even

when the state acted as both monopoly distributor and retailer, as it did in the case of
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spirits, the state still maintained separate distributor and retailer functions. State stores
did not order directly from producers but through the state distributor system.
18.  After the U.S. Supreme Court ruled a portion of the NRA unconstitutional in

1935, the Federal Alcohol Act (1935) reenacted many NRA Code provisions, including

the three-tier system. To this day, states use the three-tier system. They do so because _

the three-tier system has promoted efficient tax collection, effective regulation of-an

_inherently dangerous product, stable sales practices, consumer choice, and moderate

drinking. The systém has avoided excessive retail competition that would lead to illegal

sales to minors or other inappropriate persons (e.g., those visibly drunk). Compared to

the NRA Codes, the 1935 federal statute left more responsibility with the states, as

envisioned by the Twenty-first Amendment.

' 19. Because alcohol is déngerous, it needs to be regulated with prudence. The
histbry_ of alcohol regulation in Washington since 1933 shows that regulation has been
eﬁ‘eétive. Preventing retailers from dealing directly with suppliers has made tax

collection and enforcement less expensive and less difficult. Banning direct sale from

- suppliers to retailers has helped small-scale retailers whose business is insufficient to be

. of direct inferest to many producers. Even if direct sales from producers to retailers were

allowed, such small retailers would have to continue to buy from distribﬁtors. Howevef,

- if distributors lose their largest customers to suppliers’ direct sales to retailers,

distributors will have to charge higher prices to their remaining customers, the small

-retailers. Then, comp'ared to large retailers, small retailers will end up paying high prices

for the goods that they sell. For the historian, this result appears strongly to resemble the

situation that prevailed in the decades before Prohibition. As profit margins were
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threatened, saloonkeepers were driven to sell desperately and illegally. On the other

hand, we can observe from the experience with effective regulation in the past seventy

| years that if a retailer can count on predictable, steady profits (the predictability is more

v lmportant than the size) in a regulated environment, then the retailer has a compelhng

reason not to engage in activity that would risk the license. Bffective regulation, m other

ﬁordé, promotés responsible retaiﬁng; which encourages moderate dnnkmg '

20. . From a historical perspective, the creation of market instability through

- excessive competition among retailers is ﬁot in the public interest Vdue to the inhereni

. dangeroﬁs naturé of alcohol. The Unifed States traveled down that road in the years
before P.rohibition; and it was not a happy experience. Fuﬁhermore, if retailing.

| ultimately bgconies concentrated in the hands of a small number of_ powerful retailers,
effective state control will be hindered. TIn the era before Prohibition, the historian
knows, concentration of poWer in the hands of distillers and brewers corrupted the
relatively powerless political syétem. Tod_ay, powerful producers (both distilling and
brewing are highly concentrated) exist side by side with powerfial retailers (last year one

 prominent discount retaﬂér s0ld 25 percent of all groceries in the United States). Should -
distributors be weakened or climinated, the consequence will be to ]cave the state in a
Weakened position with reference to both powerful producers and powerful retmlers

" Natlonally powerful producers and nationally powerful rgtaile’rs would find vertical

, intéération highly advantageous. That state governments would be effective régulators of
such national businesses is ‘doubtful Even federal rggulation might be problematic.
Becaﬁse the Twenty-first Amendment mandates state rather thz;n federal regnlation of

‘alcohol, the prqspeét_for ¢ffective government regulation of these large producers of
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alcohol is less likely than in industries subject to greater federal regulation. Effective
state regulation, control, and tax collection depends upon state pOWer.

21, The Washington alcohol regulatory system set up in 1933 has worked well for -
more than seventy years. It is a system thet has been effective. To abandon this time-
tested system is to enter unknown territory. Amen'can history shows that finding a '
balance point fer managing alcohol has never been easy. To disrupt the present balance

| isto risk returning to voletile and socially destructive pattems that have prevailed through
n%uch of American history. If the alcohol sales system is unmediated by distributors,
| Washington will find it more difficult to maintain control over powerful producers and
powerful retailers. N |
22, Theﬁ, too, a small number of powerful retailers who can buy directly from
- producers will almost certainly gam market share and ultimately reduce the number of
retail outlets.  From a hrstoncal pcrspectlvc, this outcome scems likely. The consequence

.of concentratmg retail sales at low prices in a small number of relatively distant 16cations

-also needs to be careful]y evaluated as to whether or not such a retail d1stnbut10n system ‘

eﬂ'ectlvely serves the public interest. While there are no, mhcrent public dxsadvantages in
: -encouragmg consumers to drive long distances to buy cheap mllk, the same cannot be

- said for cheap alcohol. Some alcohol studies show that drinkers in their teens or

. ~ twenties, whether above .or below the lega.l drinking age of twenty-one, often have only |

small dxscreuonary incomes, and, accordmgly, these drinkers are espectally sensitive to
price. Drinkers under the' legal age of twenty-one might be expected to gather in or near
the parking lots of retailers who sell cheap alcohol waiting to be supplied by legal

purchasers. These underage drinkers may very well drive long distances to get cheap

TX577-010



11

alcohol on shbrt notice. Underage drinkers do not always act resi)onsibly, which is why

there is a legal drinking age. Unfortunately, these underage drinkers are precisely the

type of drinkers who are most likely to drink and drive on the long way home. Given the

history of drunk driviné in the United States, it would be surprising if increases in

drunken driving were not the result. There is something to be said for a public policy that

encourages widespread placement of small-scale retailers to enable alcohol sales for

home consumption to take place close to home. It is well established in the literature that

~ home consumption creates less public drunkenness. There is also something to be said

for a policy that promotes consumer choice by enabling retailers to carry easily products

" of small producers. _

N 23. Furthermore, the idea that lower pnces are beneficial to the public is a concept

L that is questionable when applied to alcohol. Hlstonca]ly, the period thh the lowest

" . prices, in the early 1800s, coincided with the h1ghest per caplta alcohiol consumphon, the

greatest amount 0f public drunkenness, the most devastating social_yproblems, and the

: backlash of the mo_v.ement to ban alcohol. If lower prices do increase sales, then those

increased sales risk raising both social and health issues. While there is abundant

e ewdence that moderate drmkmg isnot unhealthy for most people abusive drmkmg is

unhealthy. In recognition of the links between social and health issues and alcohol

’ consumptlon, it has been official federal alcohol po]ipy for some years, as stated by the’

National Institute of Aleohol and Alcohol Abuse, 2 unit of the National Institutes of

Health, to reduce alcohol coﬁsumption. Because weakening regulation implies increased

consumption, the promotion of sales through lower prices can be seen as a threat to

 public health and to the public interest.
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24, In conclusmn, the present system of rigorous alcohol regulation adopted by
Washmgton in 1933 has worked well. It has worked better than the weak regulatory

system that existed prior to Prohibition, in the age of the “tied house” saloons, and it has

worked better than did Prohibition. The Washington system is designed to separate
prodilcers and retailers in order to diminish sales to underage drinkers and to inebriates;
-_'to allow competmon within a stable economic environment that d1scourages illegal

actmtles and promotes moderate drinking; and to foster cfﬁclent tax collectlon Alcohol

contmues to present American soc1ety and Washington State w1th many challenges, but

' _those challeng&s are not caused by the structure of the partxcular alcohol rcgulatory

system that Washmgton has used since 1933.

TX577-012



13

Materials Reviewed

. Ade, George. The Old-Time Saloon, Not Wet-Not Dry, Just History. New York: Long
& Smith, 1931.
ﬁlcohol, Science and Society: T wenty-nine Lectures with Discussions as Given at the

Yale .S'umfne_r School of Alcohol Studies. New Haven: Quarterlj' Journal of Studies on

. Alcohol, 1945,

Bader, Robert Smlth, Prohibition in Kansas: A Hz’siory. Lamence:_U. Press of Kansas,
1986, |

Baron, Stanley W. Brewed in America: A History of. Béerand Ale in the United States.
Boston: Little, Brown, 1962. ' |

Barr, Andrew Drink=A Soczal History ofAmenca New York: Carroll & Graf, 1999,
Barrows Susanna, and Robin Room, eds. Drinking: Behavzor and Belief in Modern
N sttory. Berkeiey‘ U. of California Press, 1991. 7

- Barsby, Steve L., & Assoclates, Inc. The Regulatory and Economtc Basis of Wine and
' Spmts Wholesalmg inthe Alcohol 'Beverage Indushy 2“d ed , .. Wme and Spirits -
Wholesalers of America, Inc,, circa 1993. -

Blocker, Jack S, Jr., ed. Alcohol, Reform and Society: The Liguor Issue in Social
- Context. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1979. | “
Bloc]_:er,'J ack S., Jr. American _Ten_zperance Movements: Cycles of Reform. Bost'én:
TWayne 1989. | |
- Blocker Jack S. Jr. Give to the Winds ThyFears The Women's Temperance Crusade

1 873-1874 Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1985.

TX577-013



14

Bordin, Ruth B. A. Woman and Temperance: The Quest for Power and Liberty, 1873-
1900. Philadelphia: Temple U Press, 1981,

Burman, David J., letter to Tina E. Kondo, Au@st 29, 2003, with Exhibits 1-3.

Burnham, john C. Bad Habiis: Drinking, Smoking, Taking Drugs, Gambling, Sexual
Misbehavior, and Swearing in American History. ﬁew York: New York U. Press, 1993,

Byme, Frank L. Prophet of Prohibition: Neal Dow and His Crusade. Madison: State
Historical Society of Wisconsin, 1961 '

Campbell, Robert A. Sit Down and Drink Your Beer: Regdlaﬁng Vancouver’s Beer

 Parlours, 1925-1954. Toronto: U. of Toronto Press, 2001.

Carson, Gerald. The Social History of Bourbon: An Unhurried Account of Our Star-

S};vangledAmeriéan Drink. New York: Dodd, Mead, 1963.

. Clark, Norman H. Deltver Us from Evil: An Interpretatzon o Amencan Prohzbztzon
© New York W. W. Norton, 1976.
" Clark, Notman H Tke Dry Years Prohibition and’ Social Change in Washmg10n

Rewseded » Seattle: U. of Washmgton Press, 1988.

Cochran, Thomas C. The Pabst Brewmg Company: The Htstory of an American

" Business. New York: New YorkU Press, 1948,

Cox_n'oy, Dav:d W. In Public Houses: Dn'nk and the Revolution of . Authofity in Colonial . ‘
Massachusetts. Chapel Hill: U. of North Carolina Press, 1995. .

Crowgey, Henry G. Kentucky Bourbon: The Early Years of Whiskeymaking.

~ Lexington: U. Press of Kentucky, 1971.

- Dannenbaum, Jed. Drink and Disorder: T emperance Reform in Cincinnati from the

Wa&hingtonian Revival to the WCTU. Urbana: U. of Ilinois Press, 1984.

TX577-014



15

. Dorchester; Daniel. -The Liquor Problem in All Ages. éincinnati:’Waldén & Stowe;
1884. | - |
Downard, William L. The Cincinnati Brewing Industry: A.Social and Economic
History. Athens: Ohio U. Press, 1973.
‘Duis, Perry R. The Saloon: Public Drinking in Chicago and Boston, 1880-1920.
Urbana: U. of Iilinois Press, 1983, | _
Edniunds, Lowell. The Silver Biillet: The Martini in American Civilz’zatz‘qn. Westport,
Comn.: Greenwood Prcss, 1981.
Eﬁgclman;l, Larry. Intemperance: The Lost War against Liguor. New Yt;rk_: Free
Press, 1979. | ’
Eps;ein, Barbara Leslie. The Politics of Domesticity: Women, Evangeli.s_'m, and
" Temperance in Ninete;nth-Century America. Middletown: Wesleyan U. i’ress, 1981.
| Fosdick, Raymond B., and Albert L. Scott. Toward Liquor é’on#ol. New York: Harper -
& Brofhers, 1933, |
B 'Furnas, J.C. The Life and Times of the Léte Demon Rim. New York: Capricorn Books,
1973.
Grover, Kathryn, ed. Dining in America, 185 0-1900. Amherst: U. of Massachusetts
Pross, 1987, | o
Gusﬁeld, Joseph R. Symbolic Crusade:‘Statm"Pélz‘ﬁc&and the American Temperance
| Moverﬁent. Urbana: U. of Tlinois Press, 1963.
S G’utzke; ﬁavid W. “Gentrifying the Britisﬁ Public House, 1896—1914,” International

Labor and Working-Class History, 45 (Spring 1994), 29-43.

TX577-015



16

Gutzke, David W. 1”rotectin‘vgr the Pub: Brewers and Publicans against Temperance.
Woodbridge, Suffolk: Royal Historical Society, 1989: |
Hamm, Richard F. Sha‘ﬁing the Eighteenth Amendment: Ten-zperance Reform, Legal>
Culture, and the Polity, 1880-1920. Chapel Hill: U. of North Carolina Press, 1995.
Harrison, Leonard V., and ]éliiabeth Laine. Aﬁ‘er Repeal: A Study of Liquor Control
- Administration. New York: Harper & Brothers, 1936. |
Hooker, Rlchard 1. Food and Drink in America: A sttory Ind1anapohs Bobbs-
Merrill, 1981. o .
, ;Idhnsen, Julia E., ed. Selected Arﬁcles on the Probleni of Liquor Control. New Yofk:
H. W. Wilson Company, 1934, ) .
Jurkiewicz, éarole L.; and Murphy J . Painter, “Reducing Underaée Access to Alcohol:
| A State Program That Works,” Journal of Public Affairs and Issues, circa 2002 offprint.

Kerr K. Austin, Orgamzen’ for Prohibition: A New History of the Anti-Saloon League.

New Haven: Yale U Press, 1985, .
| Kingsdalé, Jon. “The Poor Mah’é Club: Sociat chﬁom of the Urban Working-Class
Saloon,” American Quarterly, 25 (Oct. 1973), 472-489. |
Kissin, Ben_]amm, and Henri _Begieiter, eds, The Biology ofAlcoholism. Volumes 1-7,
New York: Plemnn, 1971-1983, |
Krout, John Allen. The Origins of Prohibition. New York: Alfred Knopf, 1925.
.Kyvig, David E. Repealing National Proi;ibition. Chiéa-go: U. of ,Chicagi_) Press, 1979.
Lanza, Joseph. The Cocktail: The Influence of Spirits on the American Psyche. New

York: St. Martin’s Press, 1995.

TX577-016



17

Levme, Harry Gene “The Alcohol Problem in Amenca From Temperance to
Alcoholism,” British Journal of Addzctzon 74 (1984)
Levine, Harry Gene.. “Discovery of Addlctlon Changmg Conceptlons of Habxtual
Drunkenness in Amenca,” Journal of Studies on Alcohol, 39 (197 8).
MacAndrew Craig, and Robert B. Edgerton. Drunken Comporiment: A Social
| Exjplanati'on Chicago: Aldine 1969.
' McCleIIand, David C. The Achieving .S’oczely New York Free Press, 1967.
McClelIand Dav1d C etal. The Drmkmg Man Alcohol and Human Motzvatzon New
~ York: Free Press, 1972
- McGowan, Richard. Government Regulation of the Alcohol Industry: The Séarch for
o Revehue and the Common Good. Westport, Conn.: Quarum Books 1997.

Mancall, Peter C. Deadly Medzcme Indians and Alcohol in Early Anierica. ITthaca:
Come]l U Press, 1995

Mcrz Charles The Dry Decade. Revised ed, Seattle U. of Washmgton Press, 1969. A

. Murdock, Cathenne Gilbert. Domestzcatmg Drink: Women, Men, and Alcphol in
merica, 1870-1940. Baltimore: Johns Hopldns U. Press, 1998.

- Musto, Dayid F. The Amen'a_zﬁ Disease: .Origins of Narcotic Control. New Haven:
Yale U. Press, 1973. |
- Nevada Beers Wholesalers Association vs. Nevéda Tax Commission, petitionor’s briéf,
Nevada» Supreme Court, 2005. »

Noel Thomas J. The City and the Saloon Denver, 1858-1916. meoln U. of

- 'Nebraska Press, 1982,

TX577-017



} 18

fea_rson, C. C., and J. Edwin Hendricks, Liguor and Anii-quuor in Virgiﬁia, 1619-1919.
Durham: Duke U. Press, 1967. |
- Peiss, Kathy L. Cheap Amusements: Working Women and Leisure in Tum—oﬂthé-
- Century New York. Philadelphia: Temple U. Press, 1986. |
Pinney, Thomas. A History of Wine in America ﬁorﬁ the Beginnings to Pn;hibition. '
Berkeley: U. of California Préss, 1989. o |
Pittman, David J,, ed. Alcoholism. Ngw,York: Harpsf & Row, 1967.
Powers, Madelon. Féces along the éar: Lore and'brder iﬁ the Wdfkiﬁgnan s Saloon,
| 1870-1920. Chicago- U. of Chicago Press, 1998. |
: Rorabaugh, W.J. The Alcohohc Republic: An Amerzcan T3 radmon New York: Oxford
' U Press, 1979 _
Rose, Kenneth D. Aﬁzerican Women and the Repeal bf Prohibition. New York: New
York'U. Press, 1996. |
o _R‘oscnéwéig, Roy. E‘ight Hours for Wﬁat We Will: Workers and Leisure in an Indushjal
City, 1870-1920. Cambridge, UX.: Cambridge U. Press, 1983.
Rumbai:ger, JohnJ. Proﬁts’, Power; and Prohibition: Al&ohol Rq’"qrr'n. and the B
' Industrilizing of dmerica, 1800-1930. Albany: State U. of New York Press, 1989.
| ‘ Rush, Benjamm An Inquzry into the Eﬁects of Spmtuous Liguors. Boston: Thomas
and Andrews, 1790.
-Salinger, Sharon V. Taverns and Dnnkmg in EarlyAmerzca Baltimore: Johns -
‘Hopkins U. Press, 2002. |
" Sellers, James B. The Prohibition Movement in Alabama, 1?02 to 1943. Chapel Hill: .

U. of North Carolina Press, 1943.

TX577-018



-

19

Slaughter, 'fhomas P. The Wkiskey Rebellion: Frontier Epilogué to the /imerican
Revolution. New York: Oxford U. Press, 1986.
Sonnenstuhl, William J. Working Sober: The Transformation of ah' Occupational
Drinking Culture. Tthaca: li,R Press/ Comell U. Press, 1996,
| S.Witzél;, Fi'e{lerick' M. The fhree-ﬁér System of Distribut-ion.in the Wine and ’Spirits
’Industry St. Louis: Wine and Spirits Wholesalers of Amenca, Inc., 1975
Tyrrell, Ian R. Sobering Up From Temperance to Prokhibition in Antebellum Amerzca
| 1 800-1 860. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1979.
" Tyreell, Ian R. Woman's World/Woman ’.§ Empire: The Woman ’siChnfstian T eméengce
. U}zion in International Perspective; 1880-1930. Chapel Hill: U. of North Carolina Press,
1991, o |
" United States Congress, 74" Sessxon, Federal Alcohol Admm1strat10n Act, Auguﬁ 29,
1935. ' |
) Umted States House of Representatlves Commlttee on Ways and Means Repoﬁs of .
E Ptoceedmgs, June 19 1935, June 20, 1935, July 17, 1935. - 7 |
Umted States House of Representatlves Commlttee on Finance Report, July 29, 1935
Valvcrde Manana Dzseases of the Wzll Alcohol and the Dzlemmas of Freedom
|+ Cambridge; UK.: Cambridge U, Press; 1998. '
. Wamer, Nicholas O. Spéﬁts of America: Intoxication in Nineteenth-Cenﬁzry American
Literature. Norman: U. of Oklahoma Press, 1997. -
Washington State, Message of Governor Clarence Martin to the i.égislatufe, 1933. -
- Washington State, House Jdl_lmal of the Extraordinary Session, 23" Legislature of the

State of Washington, December 4, 1933-January 12, 1934,

TX577-019



20

Washington State Liquor Control Board, First-Ffﬁh Reports, 1934-1938.
Weiss, Harry B. The History of Applejack or Apple Brandy in New Jersey from
' Cblonial Times 1o the Present. .Trento‘n, N.J.: N.J. Agricultural Society, 1954.

West, Elliott.. The Saloon on the Rocky Mountain Miniﬁg Froniier. Lincoln: U of
Nebraska Press, 1979.
- Whitener, Dénjel J. Prokibition in North Carolina, 1715-1946. Chapel Hiu:' U. of
- North Carolina Press, 1946,

Yoder, Paton. Taverns and T rav;zlers.; fnn.s‘ of the Eﬁrly Midwest. Bloomington: ‘
Indiana U. Press, 1969.

Young, James Harvey. .The Toadstool Millionaires: A Social Histary of Patent

- Medicines in America before Federal Regulation. Princeton: Princeton U, Press, 1961.

TX677-020



21

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

T hereby certify that on the a_ dayo
foregoing to the following: David J. Bugfifan, dburm

Hankins, davidhl@atg.wa.g_ ov, and Mi

2005, 1 electronically served the
an@perkinscoie.com; David M.

ael D. Sandler, mike@sandlaw.co

Miia 3 )22 fe tf

‘Gima A. Mitchell

TX577-021



